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In summary, the Act contains the following rules:: 
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Srdlfe dema r° f e0ntr |‘ bUt0ry/COmparaliVe negli 8 ence . a claim for pain and suffering 
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The A cas ® at hand is brought pursuant to the Illinois Parentage Act of 201S (the 

standards of the IMDMA." 750 ILCS 46/802. PPV " deVant 

IMntvt J h n P Ti l u n ° rthe Acl thal prevents records disclosure in cases filed under the 
IMDM A should be applicable to this case. That rule exists to prevent one pX taa 

sSo to n o P bt°ain ee rec n8 i"1 intr ° duc! "« raental health as an issue and then 
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fr.nrdxt«r>f . 1 N - E -^o j/y, Jjy-4U (201 ]). It is submitted that the Act was intended 

drcumstances° n ^ d ' VOrCeeS ’ ^ a " Pare "' S ' 8oi " 8 ,hrough custody cases in such 

It is further submitted that the Respondent has not introduced her mental 
condition mto any aspect of this case. The Respondent herein has no, testS 
concerning any aspect of her mental health or records pertaining thereto nor has she 
executed a written waiver of her privilege. She has filed two petitions one for 

cometZZe'irtiZZ’ VISItat,on and sg PP° rt i and one to adjudicate indirect civil 
the Respondent. ' d ° C “ menl conta,ns a "y allegation pertaining to the mental health of 

The only language in the pleadings pertaining to the mental health of the 
Respondent ,s found in Petitioner's Motion for HIPAA Qualified Protective Order, which 


This matter involves allegations regarding the mental health of the Respondent 
Upon information and belief, Respondent has been enrolled in counsels £The 
pas. and may be in counseling now. In order tha, Petitioner may prepS -rial 

-otheriSn^f*eRe a s'p-demr eHn8andmen ' a ' hea " h re °° rd5pemini " g ’ 

and as such are inenffi n ° e , X , CeP !i° n U the pa,ien, - clia "> me " ta ' health treatment privilege, 

of the privi,e8e - Men,ai hea,,h rec ° rds - 

R„l» , Permiss i ble cbematives are available to the Petitioner. Illinois Supreme Court 
215 prov,des that, when a person's mental condition is in controversy, upon notice 




and motion, 
Additionally 
of the IMDh 


the court may order either party to submit to a mental-examination. 

6 COUrt ma y seek a dvice of a professional pursuant to section 604.10 


health 1 COncl , us,on ’ based u P° n the fact that the Respondent has not put her mental 
th at issue has not executed a wntten waiver or otherwise waived the privilege and 

MV “ C L 0f es, ; 0btrusive methods exisl ' ,he R «Pondem respectfully request' 
Petn,oner's Mot,on for HIPAA Qualified Protective Order be denied. 
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 
Julia Eickmeier, 







